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issues to submit proposals to   Parliament   which  may command a   wide measure of
ger^ta is^ot1 necessary for me to say how greatly I trust, that the action of His
Majesty's Government may evoke response from and enlist the concurrence oi all
sections of opinion in India, and I believe that all who wish India well, wherever
and whoever they are, desire to break through the webs of mistrust that nave
lately clogged the relations between India and Great Britain. I am firm y assured
that "the course of action now proposed is at once the outcome of a real desire to
brine; to the body politic of India the touch that carries with it healing and healfcn
and is the method by which we may best hope to handle these high matters in
the way of constructive statesmanship.'1
Leaders' Conference at Delhi
The Leaders' Conference convened at New Delhi to consider the Viceroy's
announcement met on Friday the ist November 1929 at 2—30 P.M. at the
residence of Mr, Patel, President of the Assembly. Mr. Patel had strictly ordered
his Secretary not to allow the press in the vicinity of the house, but as the leaders en-
tered the house it was apparent that those who attended were as follows :—Mahalma
Gandhi, Pandit Motilal Nehru, Dr. M. A. Ansari, Maharaja of Mahmudabad,
Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru, Sir C, P. Ramaswami Iyer, Pandit Jawharlal Nehru,
Mr. Shervvani, Mr. Shuaib Quereshi, Mr. Vallabhbhai Patel, Lala Dunichand, Mr.
Pattabisitaramaya Iyer, Mr, Mahomed Ali and Mr, J. M. Sen Gupta.
As the Conference was not open to the press it is not possible to say what
transpired there. But it was understood that before the Conference dispersed it
decided to ask Mahatma Gandhi, Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru and Pandit Jawharlal Nehru
to prepare drafts regarding the statement which they should issue. The drafts were
considered at the next day's sitting of the Conference when it sat for three hours.
It was understood that Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru's draft did not insist on amnesty
being made a condition precedent to the acceptance of the offer, while Mahatma
Gandhi held that the Conference was impossible without this being done.
Sir Tej Bahadur however opined that such amnesty was essential to bring about a
proper ^atmosphere. Both Mahatma Gandhi and Sir Tej Bahadur asked for the
Dominion form of Government being set up by the new constitution. Mahatma
Gandhi wanted the matter to be cleared by the Viceroy while Sir Tej Bahadur
assumed that this was already implied. Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru went further and insis-
ted that the constitution for the Dominion form of Government should do away with
the need for further investigations and should be thus free from charges which the
British^Government might successively bring about, Mahatma Gandhi wanted the
Dominion form of Government suiting India's peculiar conditions and needs.
As regards the personnel of the conference, Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru's draft
proposals wanted the effective representation for such political bodies as the Congress,
the Liberal Federation, the Muslim League and the Hindu Mahasabha, while
Mahatma Gandhi wished a predominant representation for the largest political
organization in the country. Thus Mahatma Gandhi's draft was a medium between
Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru and Pandit Jawharlal Nehru with more in common with
the former. As regards the question of amnesty Sir Tej Bahadur did not define it,
Mahatma Gandhi included all the convicts and under-trials except those who were
charged with murder.
Pandit Jawharlal's proposals demanded not only the release of all prisoners and
under-trials including those charged with murder but also wished the British
Government to apply for the extension of time of the ultimatum given by the
Calcutta Congress. He justified his pleas on the ground that he believed in
Independence.
The conference however met for three hours and their conclusions were unanimous
It considered the  draft of Mahatma Gandhi with  modifications by incorporating
certain suggestions made in Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru's   proposals.    Pandit Jawaharlal
iNehru ftrst stood out as   a dissentient,  but  later  agreed after great persuasion
to sign the statement which ran as follows :—	*        l    buwgn

